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« The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 May 2007 . 
2a)E*] This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11,453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-3 and 13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 1-3 and 13 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar with 
patent prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the application, 
lack of skill in this field usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum 
protection for the invention disclosed. Applicant is advised to secure the services 
of a registered patent attorney or agent to prosecute the application, since the 
value of a patent is largely dependent upon skilled preparation and prosecution. 
The Office cannot aid in selecting an attorney or agent . 

A listing of registered patent attorneys and agents is available on the 
USPTO Internet web site http://www.uspto.gov in the Site Index under "Attorney 
and Agent Roster." Applicants may also obtain a list of registered patent 
attorneys and agents located in their area by writing to the Mail Stop OED, 
Director of the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office, PO Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 3, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claims contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor, at the time the application was 
filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Specifically, the claims recite that the 
device "eliminates non-condensable gases ", which is not supported by the specification 
as originally filed. There is no mention in the disclosure of the elimination of any gases, 
nor is there any evidence provided that such is possible. Applicant is reminded that the 
term "eliminates" is finite and unlikely to be supported. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 3, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claims contain subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. Specifically, the claims recite the terms "eliminates non-condensable 
gases " and "consists". 

a. As regards the former, there is no mention in the disclosure of the 
elimination of any gases, nor is there any evidence provided that such is 
possible. Applicant is reminded that the term "eliminates" is finite and unlikely to 
be supported. 
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b. As regards the latter, the term "consists" has specific meaning in claim 
language and is only used to recite the components of an invention at the 
exclusion of all others. In other words, the claim reciting the term is limited to 
those elements recited following the term and can include nothing else. This is in 
contrast to the term "comprising" which means that the invention recited in the 
claim can have structure in addition to that recited. Accordingly, a device as 
recited in claims 2, 3 and 13 are not complete and would be inoperable if 
attempted as recited, given the limited description in the specification and 
therefore nonenabling. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1 , 2, 3, and 13, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Hardy (4,360,003), which shows all of the claimed limitations 
including, among other things, a one-way out pressure relief valve 74 and a one-way 
in vacuum relief valve 65 plumbed in parallel from the highest point in the solar 
[collection] system (see at least col. 6, lines 39-44) to the bottom of an 
unpressurized, partially filled overflow/recovery reservoir 36 (see at least figures 
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2 and 3). Hardy recites that such an arrangement provides for over-temperature and 
over-pressure protection (see at least last line of claim 1). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection have been considered but are 

moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

c. Applicant asserts that the prior art fails to anticipate his invention. 
Nevertheless, applicant in his arguments discusses what is disclosed rather than 
pointing out specific claim language that may or may not be shown by the prior 
art. Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they 
amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention 
without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 



Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alfred Basichas whose telephone number is 571 272 
4871. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday during regular 
business hours. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Tech Center telephone number is 571 272 3700. 

August 3, 2007 



